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4 TO THE 
4 Rev. Mr. Samuel Pike. 
i 


8 I R, 
1 -OURS, of April 16, I received, 
4 Y together with your four ſermons on 
the Nature and Evidence of Saving- 

1 Faith; for which I give you thanks; 
but am not a little ſurpriſed at your publiſhing 
your firſt letter to me of March 17, and 
taking no notice of my anſwer to the ſame, 
ſo far as it related to thoſe things with which 
you was ſo much diſpleaſed, and concerning 
Which I endeavoured to give you the utmoſt 
ſatisfaction; particularly as to that ſuppoſed 


charge on you and your immediate friends, 
with having adopted the holy kiſs, waſhing 
the brethrens feet, and of neglecting or being 
4 SM, A - indiffer- 
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indifferent to family prayer. — The latter of 

which you fay in your ſecond letter is the 

worſt part of my charge; and ſlander all over. 
Now Sir, how far your publiſhing the a- 

bove-mentioned letter in the manner you 

have done, and fixing the charge of falſe ac- 


_ cuſation and flander upon me, in oppoſition to 
the clear evidence J have given you to the 
_ contrary, can be looked upon as acting the 


impartial and honourable part, will beſt 
pear to them who carefully peruſe the follow- 
ing remarks, which F am under a neceſſity 
of making public, to clear myſelf from ſuch 
an unjuſt, as well as injudicious charge. 
You know that every man is allowed to be 
his own expoſitor, in any thing that might be 
thought ambiguous or doubtful, and that ſuch 


explanation is to be received as authentic, to 


contain his real intent and deſign ; and this 
you have pleaded for in your own behalf (Free 
grace indeed, p. 24.) and as I have, conſiſ- 
tent with truth, and free from any fallacious 


deſign, obſerved, that there was no neceſſity 


for you to apply any part of that paragraph 
either to yourſelf or any other, but to thoſe 
whom it might reſpectively concern; and 
that becauſe the whole paragraph is of a pro- 


miſcuous nature; I am therefore in juſtice | 


and equity intitled to your credit. 

But in order to diſannul ſuch a claim, you 
obſerve, that tho in your printed letter you 
allow the paragraph to de of a promiſcuous 

nature, 
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nature, yet in the poſtſcript of your ſe- 
cond letter you ſay, “ That being too cre- 
„ dulous to my declarations herein has 
e led you into an error; in that, upon a 
« cloſer attention to the nature of the 


7 « paragraph, you find it far otherwiſe, and 


ce that it is ſo framed as poſitively, neceſſ- 


| * arily and directly to fix the charges upon 
e you and your immediate friends :” to 


evidence which you obſerve, That it runs 
e thus, reſettling themſelves, viz. which, 
0 ſay you, muſt, without all doubt, intend 


„ me and my friends.” Very true, Sir, 
vou and your immediate friends are here 
intended, and I ſuppoſe you will not term 
this ſlander or falſe accuſation, or queſtion 
the truth of my having received it from 
one of your country friends, even though, 
as you fay, you do not know who the wit- 


4 neſs is. You then add, whoſe motto is, that 


is, (fay you) tis the motto of Mr. P. and 
© his friends. — But, Sir, for as much as you 
know. in your own conſcience that I did not 
f receive that motto from you (nor indeed 
from any of your immediate friends) yous 


perſons is evidently here intended, and this 
is confirmed by the reference mentioned in 
my pamphlet, where I obſerve, that I had 
this motto from the mouth of one of Mr. 


ieren is very unjuſt, ſince a change ot 


| $—o and Mr, P's great admirers (p. 97. 


A 2 and 


(4) 


and in the third paragraph of your ſecond + 


letter, you own you know nothing of either 
of theſe witneſſes. And as the whole re- 


maining part of that paragraph ſtands con- 


need with that motto, and cloſes with a 
reflection upon the ſame, your grammatical 
conſtruction, in which you are fo ſanguine, 
in aſſerting, ** That nothing can be clearer 


—* 


* © — + 2 
according to the grammatical conſtruc- | 


ce tion of the paragraph, than that the fol- 
«. lowing charges are by it applied to and 
&« alledged againſt Mr. P. and his friends 
e particularly and eſpecially ; though ſome 
« others may be included along with 


e them,” appears to me entirely without 


any foundation, deſtitute of grammar, and 


even of common ſenſe; for you might 


with equal propriety adopt to yourſelves the 
charge of refuſing to take the civil oath, and 
of being thoſe perſons with whom I have 
converſed, and who inſiſt upon following 
the letter of the word without regarding the 
true intent and meaning thereof; which 
things are in that paragraph, and yet you 
know that I do not intend you therein. 

Thus, Sir, notwithſtanding the great 
pains which you have taken, to diſannul 
the promiſcuous nature of that paragraph, 
it ſtands inyariable, ſo that no particular 
therein is to be adopted by any but ſuch 
only whom it reſpectiyely concerns. The 
Wc: 28 conſe» 
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conſequence of which 1s, that the very me- 
thod by which you would fain faſten the 
4 guilt of falſe accuſation and ſlander upon 
me, obtains my acquitance therefrom, and 
transfers the odium on yourſelf ; in your 


publiſhing to the world that J have ſlander- 


ed you and your friends, when it manifeſt- 
Iy appears tothe contrary : how far you ſhall 
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think yourſelf bound publicly to retract the 


; ſay 4 
' obſerved will be ſufficient to ſatisfy any 


fame (which you urge upon me) I cannot 
- tho' I doubt not, but what I have 


impartial perſon of my innocence here- 
in. | | 
Your reflection on my notions of common 


juſtice and equity, © that it allows me to 


« think that I may, without incurring the 
« guilt of ſlander, publickly blend the cha- 
« raters of ſome with thoſe of others, un- 
« der the covert of a promiſcuous or am- 


* « biguous Paragraph; and that in order to 


render others odious, I think it right to 


te print and publiſh private coverfation,” 
ſavors more of an angry diſpoſition, than of 
real truth and good argument ; for as I have 
no deſire to render odious the character of 
any man, ſo nothing that I have written has 
the leaſt tendency thereto, unleſs the re- 
marking and expoſing their miſtaken notions 
in regard to religion is to be looked upon in 
this light, and if fo, then, where is the man, 


? 


(6) 
who undertakes the defence of truth a- 
gainſt public error, but what muſt be eſteem- 
ed guilty? * 

I muſt alſo obſerve, that your ſeeming 
diſlike to that of blending ſeveral perſons 
under one promiſcuous paragraph, and of 
publiſhing private converſation, - is paying 
more regard to mere compliment, 1 to 
the expoſing of error and defending of 
truth: ſince by what means ſoever, or by 
whatever perſon, we come at the knowledge 
of prevailing errors, it becomes. a faithful 
watchman to ſound the alarm, and that in 
the moſt general and awakening manner 
poſſible (confiſtent with truth and decency) 
according to If. Iviii. 1. cry aloud, ſpare not, 
lift up thy voice like a trumpet, &c. 7 

If indeed I had taken the ſame indecent 
liberty which Mr. S has done, in nat 
only blending together the perſons and cha- 
racters of many worthy divines in his letters 
on Theron and Aſpaſio; but in repreſenting 
them. in the moſt odious light his invidious 
diſpoſition could ſuggeſt, calling them , the 
4 idols of the preſent generation of Phari- 
t ſees; and charging them with oppoſing 


al : the Goſpel artfully, and with a deſign. to 
« raiſe 


® Here, Sir, you ought to remember that your firſt 
and ſecond publications relative to your new ſyſtem of 
things, was nothing leſs than nag tha private con» 
verſation, though ol an epiſtolary Kind. 
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e yet his letters on Theron contain a rich 


(7) 


re raiſe their own reputation; that th 


e worſhip another God, and that he knew 
« no ſinners more hardened, nor greater 
* deſtroyers of mankind then they; and 
F< that their works lead a devout way to 
e hell:“ if, I fay, any thing like this had 
© droped from my pen, I might juſtly have 
expected the reflections of the judicious ; 
tho not with any propriety from you, Sir; 
ſince you have in a manner made theſe things 
* your own, by more than tacitly juſtifying of 
them in him: for though in your firſt and 
©” ſecond letters to him, you very warmly, and 
juſtly remonſtrate againſt theſe things; and in 
| your ſecond letter to your friend,“ you aſſure 
im that you are averſe to ſuch reproachable 
language; yet in the fame and following 
pages, you do all you can to qualify and 
ſoften his ſevere expreſſions; and to raiſe 
and eſtabliſh his character, in oppoſition to 
the juſt reſentment theſe ſeverities call for. 
+ You tell us © That it is well known that 
e there are great numbers who take his 
e writings in gbod part, and are thankful 
e for his faithfulneſs, although it be not 
done in ſuch ſoft language as many 
| could with. And that though there are 


4 


* ſome peculiar ſeverities in his language, 
. © fund 
$f 
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* Free Grace indeed, p. 26. 
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(68) 

te fund of Goſpel Truth, and that there are 
* ſeveral, both miniſters and others, that 
« cannot but be thankful that ever the 
** books came to their hands.” And in page 
28, ſpeaking of the violence and injuſtice 
(as you call it) of the oppoſition,” made 
to his ſentiments, you obſerve, that this 
ce is doubtleſs one occaſion of his writing 
« with ſo much keeneſs.” “ And then 
upon adding your own remark on what you 
call * a ſpirit of unjuſt and unreſtrained 
« calumny and indignation in your preſent 
tc Oppoſers, you conclude, by ſaying * that 
te theſe things make us begin to think there 
« 1s more juſtice in his cenſures, and more 
« ground for his ſeverities, than we could 

ce at firſt imagine.” 
Thus you have manifeſtly juſtified him in 
blending different characters together; and 
but little better than juſtified him even in all 
his odious reflections. Surely, Sir, had 
you remembered theſe things, you would 
have been more ſpareing in your reflections 
on me on the ſame account; and hearkened 
to 


* Here I cannot but obſerve, that your extraordi- 
zeal for this man has betrayed you into a ve 
great miſtake, in repreſenting the oppoſition to his 
manner of writing, to be the occaſion of his writing 
in ſuch a manner, when you know that his writing pre- 
ceedled all oppoſition, and that it was the manner of his 
writing that occaſioned it, 
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1 
to the words of our Lord (Mat. vii. 3, 4.) 
And why beholdeſt thou the mote that is in 
thy brother's eye, &c ? they muſt at leaſt 
have in ſome meaſure influenced you to 
have acted a more reaſonable part. 

And as for your telling me, that when I 
call the above motto an extraordinary one, 
« that I ought to remember that it is a 
« ſcriptural one;“ this is of very little con- 
ſequence, and of no argument; ſince there 
is no error however falſe or abſurd, but 
they who promote it may preſume to coun- 


'F tenance with the ſound of ſcripture. 


I now come to the laſt thing worthy my 
notice in your letter, the conſidering of 
which will introduce ſome brief remarks 
concerning the points in diſpute. | 

In my anfwer to your firſt letter, I ex- 
preſſed myſelf, not a little aſtoniſhed that a 
goſpel miniſter ſhould make no difference 
between a common notion and belief of 
things in common Life, and its ordinary in- 
fluences on the mind; and that knowledge 
and faith of divine things, in which the ho- 
nour of the eternal God, and dear Redeemer, 
and the everlaſting welfare of precious and 
immortal ſouls are reciprocally concetned. 

In anſwer to which you tell me, I ought 
e to be as much aſtonithed at the Apoſtle 


a © Jahn, that he ſhould make no difference 


between the receiving of an human, and 
e b 


(10) 


of a divine teſtimony, 1 John v. 9, and 


1 
27 


« ought to be rather more aſtoniſhed at the 
e apoſtle Paul for making no diſtinction as 
* to the nature of believing, between be⸗ 
« lieving the truth, and believing a lie,” 2 


Theſ. ii. 11, 12. 

Now, Sir, tho' in the mere act of credence 
there can be no difference, whether the ſub- 
je credited be human or divine; yet divine 
ſubjects are to be credited in a manner ſuit- 
.able to the dignity of their divine nature and 
important deſign; and muſt be attended 
with a divine influence on the heart and life, 


before it can be called ſaving faith, or bring 


glory to God and the dear Redeemer: and 
this you know was what I intended in the 
above remark ; therefore your compariſons Þ 
are inadequate, merely ſuperficial and incon- 


cluſive. 


And whilſt you compare, and reſtrain 
ſaving faith to the mere act of crediting an 
human report, you are really robbing it of 
its divine nature and peculiar excellencies: 
nor is this all, but hereby you render the 
glorious goſpel itſelf the ſubject of mere 


ſpeculation, only to be read, heard or cre- 


dited; for ſay you ** ſaving faith is neither 


e more or leſs than the belief of the truth,” 
(Serm. 1. p. 14.) you allo tell us, © that 
« no perſon believes the goſpel in its true 


e meaning and real importance, but what is 


« fayed 


be, 
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and Mc ſaved by it.“ And, ſay you, © that none 
the . may be tempted to doubt of this, I will 
as (ce here lay forth the paſſages in the ſcriptural 
be- e order, which very expreſsly affert it,” 

2 (sSerm. i. p. 18.) Accordingly you preſent us 
with eleven paſſages of ſcripture that ſpeak 
nce pf, and aſcertain falvation to the believer ; 
ab- and it would not be difficult to double that 
me number, for, as you juſtly obſerve, there are 
uit- many more of the ſame import. 
ind But then, Sir, what is all this to the pur- 
led poſe? unleſs you will preſume to ſay, and 
ite, can prove, that the faith and believing there 
ing ſpoken of, was neither more or leſs than the 
ind pelief of the truth, juſt as a perſon credits 
the Zan human report. 3 You might with equal 
ons F propriety and truth, aſſert the ſalvation of 
N- Fthoſe who do but barely hear the word; for 
the text is very expreſs, Hear and your ſouls 
hall live, (If. lv. 3.) with many others of 
the fame import. Now if ſomething more 
than bare hearing of the word muſt be there 
s: underſtood, fo ſomething more than a bare 
believing muſt alſo be intended in thoſe other 
re places. 
Nor will your qualifying terms of believe- 


er ing the goſpel in its true and real importance, 
„ pe of any ſervice to you in this caſe : becauſe 
at it is certain, that there are thouſands in the 
ue world, who with the Devils themſelves, to- 
is 


gether with Judas Iſcariot, and Simon Ma- 
d ; B 2 x gus, 


(12) 


gus, do believe the goſpel in its true mean- 4 


ing, and real importance; are fully con- 
vinced that it contains a revelation of the 
grace of God in the ſalvation of ſinners by 


Jeſus Chriſt; and yet are deſtitute of its ſar- 


ing influences, 

And when you tell us, that © the mif- 
ce carriage of Judas was owing to his not 
te believing in the blood of Chriſt as imme- 
e diately, and ſufficiently free for hrs ſalva- 
sf tion, (Free Grace indeed, p. 42.) this is 
counter to your other notion, © that the 
divine word doth not warrant any perſon 
directly and immediately to believe that 
he has a peculiar intereſt in Chriſt,“ (Serm. 
2d. p. 27.) and is a confirming proof that 
it is poſſible for a perſon to believe the goſpel 
report, and yet be deſtitute of ſaving faith. 

And as for the extraordinary atchieve- 
ments performed by thoſe eminent believers 
fpoken of in Heb. xi. and on which you 


lay ſo much ſtreſs with regard to the power 


and ſufficiency of a bare belief ; together 
with that joy and gladneſs which the Gen- 
tiles and others received upon their firſt be- 
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lieving the goſpel : I muſt obſerve, that all 


make it appear that they performed theſe 


things, and received that joy, by the mere 


dint and power of a bare belief. 


And 
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theſe will likewiſe fail you, unleſs you can q 


(13) | 
And as for Abel, the firſt on the liſt o 
theſe divine heroes, let me aik you, where- 
in lay the excellency and faving nature of 


his faith, beyond that of his brother Cain's ? 


Surely not in a bare belief, either as to the 


2 object, or ſubjects of their faith, or in the 
act itſelf ; for in theſe things they were a- 
like; they both believed in God, they both 


believed that it was their duty to bring him 


an offering, and they both did it, and the 
matter of their offering was alike good in 
their kind, the excellency then muſt lie 


in what you care not to own, when called 
2 principal of implanted grace, but what 
you repeatedly own, under the character of 
a divine agency, and the Spirits working with 
the word; which I think a very injudicious 
and uſeleſs piece of criticiſm. 

It was by this divine agency or ſpiritual 
influence, that Abel was helped to make his 


2 offering in a ſpiritual manner, and as having 


an eye to the ſpiritual and ſupreme offering 
the Lord Jeſus Chriſt : and herein I appre- 
hend it was that his faith excelled that of 
his brother Cain's; and may be juſtly e- 
ſteemed a ſtandard of faving faith, in oppo- 
fition to that of a bare belief. | 

And ſince you allow, that the active terms 
of looking and coming ; receiving of, and 
truſting in the Lord Jeſus; together with all 
ſuitable conduct, are included in a believing 


in 


(14 ) 
in Chriſt; and * that thoſe actings of the 


mind, and workings of the affections, 


<« are moſt wiſely repreſented in ſcripture, 
« and are a remarkable inſtance of the 
t condeſcention of the holy Ghoſt, &c.” 
(Serm. 11. p. 30, 31, 32.) I cannot ſee, 
how all theſe can be included in a believing 
in Chriſt; and yet ſaving faith be neither 
more or leſs then a bare believing the goſpel 
report. 

Nor can I diſmiſs this part of the ſubject 
without obſerving, that you manifeſtly con- 
tradict yourſelf, when you ſuggeſt that the 
bare belief of the . report will have a 
greater influence on the mind than the belief 
of a common report; your words are theſe, 
« if then the belief of a common report 
« has, as is univerſally known, ſuch a 
ce ſtrong effect upon the minds of men; 
© how ſtrong muſt we ſuppoſe the effect of 
e the Goſpel report to be, where it is be- 
e lieved in the ſame manner, underſtood in 
its true meaning and infinite impor- 
«© tance! ® 

Now this cannot be true upon your own 
principles, or conſiſtent with your own com- 
pariſons; for there cannot be a likeneſs in 
believing different ſubjects ; and a ſaving in- 
fluence on the mind, merely from the dif- 
ferent nature of the ſubjects barely believed. 

And 


* In the margin of your 4th. Serm. p. 69. 
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thereof. 


1 

And as you are obliged to acknowledge 
the neceſſity of a divine agency to make 
the goſpel belief effectual to the ſinners ſal- 
vation; you hereby invalidate the above 
compariſons, and give up the point you are 
contending for, ſince by this it is evident 
that the ſuperior influence the goſpel belief 


has upon the mind is owing to ſomething 


more than the bare belief of it; the conſe. 
quence of which is, that this one obvious 


thought. which you ſay is a ſufficient reply 
(„ to the general drift of my whole per- 


ce formances,” is rather a confirmation 


When you ſpeak of perſons “ ſtriving to 
te perform duties, and aiming to exert acts 
© in order to obtain peace with God, and 
gain an intereſt in Chriſt,” * you cannot 
think yourſelf ſpeaking to Calviniſts here ; 
they are as far from ſuch views and deſigns 


2 as yourſelf. 


Nor doth that ignominious repreſentation 


4 which you give of ſome perſons, © that 
ee they have no notion that God freely juſti- 


e fies the ungodly; but the ſentiment of 
ce their minds is, that God - firſt of all im- 
plants a principle of holyneſs in the heart, 


7 « renews all the powers of the foul, - draws 


forth grace into exerciſe; and then the 
| e perſon 


* Serm. ii. p. 28, 33. 
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(16) 
« perſan is juſtified in conſequence of 9 
« an exerciſe; and has the peace of his 
« conſcience from the apprehended purity 


« and rectitude of his own actions.“ * 


Theſe, and ſuch like things, which you 
are pleaſed to multiply in great variety, 


doth not in the leaſt affect them; you never 


had any thing like it from the mouth or pen 
of any calviniſt, who knew how to expreſs 
his own ſentiments. Calviniſts are fully 
ſatisfied that a principle of implanted grace, 
or if you will, the goſpel ſet home with a 
divine power on the heart, is the, certain 
fruit and evidence of their being before juſti- 
fied in Chriſt, in whom they were predeſ- 
tinated to be conformed to his image; ſo 
that when called by divine grace to that 


conformity, they juſtly infer their election, 


&c. 1 Theſ. i. 4, 5.— Rom. viii. 14.—2 
Pet. i. 10,—and theſe things you have ae- 
knowledg'd, when you ſay, © believers may 
« conclude their ſpiritual relation to God 
« from the operation of grace upon their 
ſouls,” (Free Grace indeed, p. 56) and ſeve- 


ral other places. 


And indeed, with what propriety you can 
reject internal evidences, and lay ſo much 


ſtreſs on exernal duties as you do, 1 I can- 


not 


* Serm. ii. p. 29. | 
+ Serm. ii. p. 26, and many other places, 


[* 
4 
* 
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(17) 
not ſee, when all external religion, ſo far as 
it is genuine, is the fruit and effect of an 


ö 
6 

n 
*A 


1S 


internal principle. Our Lord aſſures us 
u that without him we can do nothing, and 
that the tree muſt firſt be made good, 

1 and the new covenant promiſe is, that the 


Lord will put his Spirit into his people, as 


n i | neceſſary to their walking in his 
7 Lage 

Thoſe indeed who preſume on a pretended 
* experience of internal grace, and gracious 
in manifeſtations of divine love; and can at 


the ſame time wilfully and allowedly live in 
. the neglect of holy duties, and upon the 
1 4 antinomian principle plead for the ſuffici- 


ency of faith in Chriſt; theſe carry their 
aon condemnation along with them. 
„ 3 Nevertheleſs, this is no argument againſt 
"1 © the reality of internal experience, or its evi- 


dential nature, any more than it is againſt 
che exiſtence of faith itſelf, when the fruits 


d thereof are evidently wanting in many who 
Ir profeſs to believe. 

S8 s that all you have ſaid to invalidate the 
eeuvidential nature of internal experience, * 
1 bears full as hard againſt faith itſelf, and all 


external duties, ſince it is more than poſſi- 
dle, yea, highly probable that theſe alſo may 
* be counterfeit and deluſive. 


4 C And 


C 1 * Serm. li. p- 23 to 26. 
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And here I would defend myſelf againkt 
that haſty remark you have made on my 


declaration, when I fay that Calviniſts never 


reflect upon their obedience as any evidence 


of intereſt in Chriſt : upon this you fay, 
ce that you hope this is not fully true, for it 
« it be, all our modern Calvaniſts are be- 


« come downright ' Antinomians.” * A 


frightful concluſion indeed ! 
However, in anſwer hereto I muſt 


obſerve, that whether my declaration be 


true or falſe in itſelf, your inference is too 
precipitant and inconcluſive: had I faid, that 
Calviniſts pay no regard to obedience at all, 
your inference then would have been juſt ; 

but as I only ſaid, that they do not reflect 


upon it as any evidence of intereſt, &c. there 
is no more truth or propriety in your infer- 


ence, than if I ſhould ſay, that becauſe you 


* a «rem 


object againſt perſons infering their intereſt 


in Chriſt, from an internal principle of grace 


and the experience thereof, that therefore 


you deny that there is an ſuch thing as an 
internal principle, &c. I think you cannot 
but ſee that theſe things are exactly parallel ; 
conſequently your charging me with injuring 
the character of the holy Spirit, by ſuppoſing 
that I — for his witneſſing to our ſonſhip, 
when 


* 


* Serm. iv. p. 66 
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when we are actually neglecting holy duties, 


is very unjuſt. 


And as for the declaration itſelf, I ſee no 


cauſe as yet to retract or unſay it, and that 
upon your own principles, for if internal 
evidences are not to be depended upon 
becauſe of the uncertainty of their genuine 
nature, ſo neither is external obedience for 
the fame reaſon. 


Moreover, it is certain, that whatever 


may be done without a principle of grace 
and true faith, can never be a real evidence 
af intereſt in Chriſt: and that external acts 
of obedience are poſſible to be done without 
a principle of grace and true faith, I ſup- 


poſe none will deny, fince we are aſſured 


1 there may be the form of godlineſs 
without the power. 


And this you confirm, when you ſay 


I that perſons may be virtuous, ſerious, 
*< pious and devoutely engaged in the exer- 


4 


ciſes of religion; and pay great regard to 
. *« ſome of the internal and experimental 
parts thereof, and yet be not only a ſtran- 


> ger, but an utter enemy to divine grace.” 
| Serm. 11. p. 23.-——Upon the truth of theſe 


3 | things, I muſt, by the way, aſk, What 

then becomes of the ſufficiency of a bare 

belief? for ſurely you will not ſay that theſe 
& Sings are poſſible without ſuch a belief. 


C 2 As 


( 20') 


As for the reflection you caſt upon me in | 


. 66, where you repreſent me as ſaying 
« that the actings of faith, in the workings 


« of the mere affections, are ſometimes ſo 


© powerful and ſelf-evidencing, that a 


&« fon can no more doubt of the truth of 
« his faith or of his ſpecial intereſt, than 
& he can be inſenſible of the ſtrongeſt emo- 
« tions of his own mind :” this likewiſe is 
a falſe repreſentation ; for that part of the 
paragraph to which you refer in my pamph- } 


let, p. 38, ſays nothing about the actings 
of faith, or the workings of the affections ; 


but only, that there are times and ſeaſons 
when the believer is indulged with ſuch © 
clear views of the divine righteouſneſs, and 
enjoyment of the divine favour, as to ad- | 
mit of no room ſo much as to think whether 3 


he is intereſted in the ſame. 


And why, Sir, may not this be as poſſible, J 


as when you fay, that when a perſon's 


« mind is ſtruck with the light and evi- : 


« dence of the divine truth, his thoughts 


« are not at all occupied about the nature 


te of faith, or even about the workings and 
* motions of his own mind? *” the circum- 
ſtances are exactly parallel. 


The definition you give of ſtrong and 


weak acts of faith, appear to me to be very 
deficient ; 


2 Serm, i. p. 12. 
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deficient; the former, you ſay, is ſome- 


times repreſented thus; „ that the ſoul in 
4 exerting it ſays, fince Chriſt and his fal- 


ee vation are ſo free, nothing ſhall hinder 
7 < me from directly calling Chriſt my Savi- 
„ our, my Portion, my Salvation, and the 
„ like.” —And the latter thus, „that the 
„ ſoul in putting it forth ſays, I am ſo guilty 
e and polluted, I cannot believe that I ſhall 
Le be welcome to Chriſt, or that he can par- 
2 « don ſuch a vile ſinner; however he re- 


„ ſolves to 8⁰ to Chriſt upon a mere perad- 


& venter. 


Now abe it ſeems abſurd to ſuppoſe that 


any man, who really thinks that Chriſt can- 
not pardon ſo vile a ſinner as himſelf, ſhould 
venture upon him for life, yet I look upon it 
2 a moſt genuine and ſtrong act of faith, 
when the awakened ſinner is enabled in 
7 ſight of all his guilt and unworthyneſs to 


venture his ſoul upon the Lord, even at a 


1 peradventure, hoping againſt hope; juſt ay 


Abraham encouraged his hope of having a 


ſon from the mere promiſe of God, in op- 


2 poſition to all human probability; in doing 


of which he is declared to be ſtrong in faith, 
giving glory to God, Rom. iv. 20. | 


The reflection you caſt upon this man, in 


charging him with “ diſbelieving the all- 


ſufficient 


1 . Serm. ji. pag. 27. 


( 22 ) 
1 ſufficient freedom of divine grace, and 
« with aiming to make himſelf more ac 
ec ceptable to the Lord Jeſns, by the act of 
% coming to him,” is really unjuſt, and al- 
together foreign to his humble deſign, ſince 
he comes as he is. J 
And what would you have ſuch a one - 
do? He knows, with the Affyrians of old, | 
that if he continued where he was he muſt 
periſh, and that he could but periſh if he. 
ventured his guilty ſoul with the Lord. 3 
And ſince you will not allow of any per- 
ſonal claim of certain intereſt in the Lord, 
there can be no medium between this and 
a mere peradventure, and the very faith of | 
credence, which you make the all of ſaving 
faith, muſt have one or other of theſe things 
attending it, unleſs you believe without any | 
concern what will be the conſequence. | 
Pray, Sir, think of the publican, whom 
you give as a ſpecimen of a true and humble 
believer *, and think whether, when he went 
up into the temple to aſk mercy of God, 4 
he either intended or thought Su his ſo | 
doing made him worthy of it Sure I am 
that the bleſſed Jeſus, who invites ſinners : 
to come unto him, would never have 
thought of caſting ſuch an * reflection 
on a coming ſoul. 1 
Thin 


*Serm. iii. p. 40. 
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Think alſd of the man- ſlayer, and ſup- 
poſe yourſelf meeting ſuch a one, running 
to a city of refuge, crying refuge ! refuge 
(which is a lively emblem of an awakened 
ſinner's fleeing in the defire of his ſoul to 
the Lord Jeſus for life and ſalvation) would 
you ſtop him, and tell him, that ſuch a 


diſpoſition and conduct ſtands oppoſed to the 


| 5 free grace of God, and that hereby he ap- 


peared to be unacquainted with the true 


q faith of the goſpel, and that it is not the 
acting of faith, but of .ypbelief. 


When it is evident, that the whole of his 
diſpoſition and conduct is grounded on the 
belief, that there is refuge and ſalvation in 


the Lord Jefus. 


Would you preſume to perſuade ſuch a 
one, that he ought to be ſatisfied in the bare 
belief of this refuge, without having any 


concern about his perſonal intereſt therein 
And ſenſible enjoyment thereof? And yet this 
is the ſum of your notion, touching the ſuf- 


ficiency of a bare belief; for ſay you, © the 


( ſcripture no where declares concerning 
any perſon now living, that he is elected, 
or that his fins are forgiven; neither doth 
2 < it Warrant any petſon directly and imme- 
2 © diately” to believe that he has a peculiat 
7 © intereſt in Chriſt,” Serm. ii. p. 24, 27. 


And though in your next words you lay, 
* that theſe things cannot be proved but by 
5 proper 


624) 
proper fruits and effects; hereby allow- 
ing it may be proved, 25 accordingly in | 
your 3d ſermon you give us a ſummary ac- 
count of what you eſteem ſcripture marks, 
proofs, or evidences of ſaving faith, and in- | 
tereſt in Chriſt: yet in your 4th ſermon Pp. 
75, you ſay, © that there may ſtill remain 
c great uncertainties about our particular 
« ſtate, after all that has been or can be ſaid 
about evidences of faith and peculiar in- 
ce tereſt.” = 

I would now conſider the account you 7 
give of a ſtrong act of faith, mentioned a- 
bove, in which you repreſent the perſon as 
introducing of, and arguing himſelf into a | 
perſonal claim of aſſured intereſt and propriety | 
in the Lord Jeſus. on account of the freeneſs 
of his ſalvation. Now this is ſomething very | 
uncommon, if not impoſſible, ſince the 
moſt that is generally attained by ſuch views 
of Chriſt, is an encouragement to depend 
upon him on that account. 

Whereas a perſonal claim of aſſured. 
intereſt and property, is an additional 

bleſſing, by which ſome believers, are at N 
ſome particular ſeaſons, indulged with a2 
more clear and ſoul-comforting view of this 
their intereſt than others, fo as to ſay © 
with holy Job, ny Redeemer; and with 
David, he hath made with me an everlaſting 
covenant ; and with Thomas, my Lord and 


my : 
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( 26 ) 
my God; and with Paul, he hath loved ane 
and given himſelf for me. 

Now all theſe are appropriating terms, and 
evidently expreſs a ſpecial enjoyment of per- 
ſonal intereſt, and that without the leaſt 
injury to others, or leſſening the freeneſs of 
divine grace in itſelf, for, whilſt with the 
Apoſtle they can claim an intereſt in the 
crown of righteouſneſs, and are affured the 
Lord will give it them, they alſo know 
that he will give 1t to others likewiſe. ' 

And yet I do not look upon theſe appro- 


priating clams to be ſtrong acts of faith, but 


rather of a poſſeſſive nature and ſenſible en- 
joyment; in which the act of faith has very 


little or no immediate concern; but 1s to 


be conſidered as ſimilar to what the apoſtle 


ſays concerning hope that is ſeen ; that it is 


no hope, Rom. viii. 24. 
And tho' our Lord gives the preference to 


* that faith which is without fight and ſenſible 
-- enjoyment of him, John xx. 29, yet he 
doth not hereby exclude as unlawful, a de- 
ſire of ſenfible enjoyment, but permits 
the believer to deſire with the pfalmiſt, 


the ſtrongeſt light of his countenance, that 
they might ſee and enjoy him, as well as be- 
lieve.in and depend upon him; and that 
becauſe there is ſuch a thing as 7aſting that 
the Lord is gracious, 1 Pet. ij. 3. — Pl. 
88. 

Your reflection upon the pſalmiſt, and 
charging him with being conſcious that he 


had 


66) — 


had taken an unlawful ſtep, in calling to 
mind his paſt experience of divine goodneis, 
in order to encourage his faith and hope in 
God, when under the hidings of his, face, 
Pſ. Ixxvii. 6. * is a manifeſt miſtake; for 
what he calls his infirmity in the roth verſe 7 
was his diffidence and unbelief, in being rea- 
dy to call in queſtion the faithfulneſs of God 


on that account, mentioned in the 7th, 8th, 


and gth verſes; which verſes you take no no- 4 


tics of, nor yet of the 5th in which, 


with the 6th he joins the wonderful works 


of the Lord wrought for his people of old, 
and his own ſong in the night. 


But if it be lawful to encourage our faith | 
and hope from the power and goodneſs of | 


God to others; ſure it cannot be unlawful 


to do it from our own experience of the 


ſame divine goodn ls. 


And where is the difference as to the na- q 
ture of faith, in ſo doing? both of them is 


living by faith. 
And with what propriety you could think | 


of objecting againſt the above conduct of tho ; 
pſalmiſt, I cannot fee; when you are fo ex- 
preſs in obſerving, * that among the vari- 
e ous methods, which the Spirit may uſe to 


* recover a backſlider (or one under cloudy 
* circumſtances) an eminent one is, to bring 


to rememberance paſt experience of the 


6 eff x" 
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ce efficacy of the goſpel *. As for telling us 
in your next words, that we are not to fetch 
our comfort from thoſe experiences, it is no- 
thing to the purpoſe; this, and the turn you 
put upon the duty of ſelf-examination, re- 
commended by the apoſtle, 1 Cor. xiii. 5. is 
deſtitute of all good argument; when you 
ſay, © that it is not intended for us to take 
« our comfort from what we may find in 
« ourſelves upon a narrow ſcrutiny +”. But, 
fince you muſk, and indeed do allow, that 
the deſign of the duty was to obtain perſonal 
ſatisfaction as to the truth of faith, and the 
in- being of Chriſt in the ſoul, I would aſk, 
h $ whether when ſuch ſatisfaction is obtained, a 
ft BY perſon has not a right to, or can poſlibly 
avoid taking comfort from ſuch a gtorious 
e 8 conſideration ? and that every way conſiſtent 
with a firm reliance on the Lord Jeſus alone 
for Juſtification and eternal life; ſince the 
comfort they derive from the above ſatisfac- 
(4 tion, is on account of its being an evidence 

of their intereſt in this juſtifying Lord. 
; And here I would aſk you, whether your 
own faith and hope, comfort and joy, is ne= 
ver aſſiſted by ſecondary means? this, Sir, is a 
point of great conſequence in the preſent 
3 caſe, and requires your moſt ſerious and im- 
Pn conſideration, eſpecially if you ſhould 
e inclined to anſwer in the negative; and 


5 D 2 5 yes 
* Free Grace indeed, p. 25. + Serm, iv. p. 68. 


628.) 
yet if you cannot anſwer in this manner, 
you effectually diſannul all you have ſaid up- 
on this head; for let the ſecondary means be 
what they will, it is the ſame thing as to the 
point in diſpute. 


I doubt not but you look upon and eſteem- 
your preſent faith and judgment in divine 
things, to be more of a goſpel nature than 
your former, conſequently a more ſure evi- 
dence. of the truth of your faith, and of 
your intereſt in the bleſſings of the goſpel ; 
and 1s it poſſible you ſhould be favoured with 
this greater light and evidence of divine love, 
and be unaffected therewith ? Is a miſtaken 
judgment, and a hope without evidence, the 
ſame thing with you, as divine knowledge, 
and good hope through grace? Is the bare 
belief that the Lord is gracious, ſynonymous 

with taſting that he is fo? Do you never feel 
in yourſelt a thankfulneſs to God for all diſ- 
tinguiſhing bleſſings? Remember, Sir, that 
every degree of true thankfulneſs includes 
hope, comfort and joy; and that this hope, 
comfort and joy, is grounded upon, and 
aſſiſted by a feeling ſenſe of thoſe diſtin- 
guiſhing beſtowments. In a word, if your 

tiving by an abſolute faith upon the goſpel 
” revelation, adminiſters more hope, comfort 
and joy to you, than when you lived by an 
evidencing faith, even this is of a ſecondary 
nature. And when you fay, © we may and 


* ought 
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F< oughit to recur to marks and ſigns, leſt 
F< we ſhould be deceived *, what is this, 
but to make our ſatis faction dependent upon, 
and coming through thoſe marks and ſigns, 
Jin a ſecondary way and manner: 
Tho here I muſt remark, that if ſaving 
faith be neither more or leſs than the belief 
f the truth, accompanied with external o- 
Wbcdicnce, there is no great danger of being 
eceived; the danger of a deception lies in 
he want of ſome internal principle, by 
which the belief and obedience becomes 
truly evangelical and genuine. 
And when in your 4th ſermon, p. 69, you 
refer us to thoſa four evidences of faving 
faith laid down in your 3d ſermon, p. 39. 
iz. 1. humility; 2. a regard for Chriſt and 
his goſpel; 3. holineſs; 4. love to the bre- 
Ichren, as being thoſe ſcriptural, and valid 
marks and ſigns by which a deception might 
Y be prevented; and lower down bring in 
= thoſe workings of affection which agcona- 
2 pany the actual obedience of the law os. 
$ Chriſt, © ſuch as fear, hope, humility, a- 
7 © verſion to fin, love of God and holineſs, 
F< patience, &c.” as being, ſay you, that 
experience which is a proper proof of in- 
I © tereſt in Chriſt.” What is all this le or 
F Tore, than what Calviniſts in general plead 
for, and againſt which you at times level 
your ſtrongeſt artillery, when, you fay, 
z +». "That 


#* Sexm. iy. p. 69. 
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« that if we conlider any of the effects of | 
« faith as appearing in love and obedience, | 
© humility, repentance, ſincerity, thankful- ; 
© neſs, &c. to be included in yultllying ; 
& faith, we overturn the goſpel.” ; 
And as thoſe workings of the affections 
above mentioned, are nothing leſs than the | 
ſpiritual frames, feelings and experience of | 
the believing 'and obedient mind; you are | 
alſo certainly chargeable with ſelf. inconſiſ- 
tency, when in the ſame page you ſay, they 
are not, and cannot be valid evidences 'in 3 
themſelves: the phraſe rhemſetves being 
merely ſuperficial or evaſive, ſince you know | 
that none of the affections of the mind can 
be active, but as connected with faith and | 
obedience, whereas I might obſerve, that it 
poſſible for a perſon to believe, (with your | 
d of faith) and to be externally obedient, Þ 
and none of thoſe affections to concur there- 4 
with. | 
And here I ſhould draw to a e was it 
not for that maſculine ſimile in your firſt 
ferm. p. 13, where, ſpeaking of thoſe who 
are defirons of knowing whether they have 
true and ſaving faith, in order to their per- J 
fonal hope and comfort in the great bleflings | 
of the goſpel, you compare them to one, | 
« who being told ſome important g 
« news * himſelf or family, is cu- | 
80 rious 
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of I rious to enquire whether the motions and 
feelings of his own mind were right, in- 
I. © ſtead of giving ear to the glad tidings 
Fl * themſelves, and being encouraged and in- 

„ fluenced by them.” 

This your compariſon is inadequate in its 
own pature, and ſelf-contradictory in all its 
circumſtances; for in the firſt place, you here- 
by repreſent the goſpel report as directing it- 
ſelf to particular perſons, and telling them, 
„that the bleſſings it contains belong to them 
n berſonally, juſt as a perſon is told ſome good 
IF news concerning himſelf, &c. 

Nov this is carrying things beyond the 
7 promiſcuous nature of the goſpel; and is 
2 contrary to your aſſertion above, that the 
goſpel allows no one to claim a perſonal and 
peculiar intereſt in the bleſſings of it. 

Nor is this all, but by this compariſon 
you invalidate your own conceſſion, con- 
cerning the lawfulneſs and neceſſity of re- 
+ > Curring to marks and ſigns, leſt, ſay you, we 
ſhould be deceived ; and you hereby render 
intirely uſeleſs, all thoſe evidences, which 
2 you-have or can give of ſaving faith; for of 
What uſe are a thouſand evidences of ſaving 

faith, if we are not to be concerned whether 
ve have thoſe evidences, but ſhall preſume 

upon a perſonal hope and comfort from the 
promiſcuous report of the goſpel. 
But this you diſapprove of yourſelf when 
you obſerve, © that if a perſon does not ſee 


cc ©« his 


( 32) 


* his n perſonal concern in the doctrines of 


% grace and ſalvation by Chriſt, he is kept | 


e at ſome diſtance; apprehending thoſe 
« things to be little more than what God 


« intends to do or has done upon or for ſome | 


te ſinners, (promiſcuouſly) free grace in- 
deed, p. 31, and 54 you tell us, * that 


« the believer's joy ariſes from a perſuaſion fe 


ce of their perſonal intereſt in the great bleſ- | 


c ſings of the covenant, by a perſonal expe- 


* 77ence of the work of grace on their ſouls, | 


„ and the genuine fruits of ſuch a work.” 
Thus your ſimile vaniſhes into nothing. 

The liberty you take in making the divine 
word ſpeak the ſentiments of your mind, 


7 
* 


[ 
l 
4 
K 


when manifeſtly foreign to their native Þ 


meaning and deſign, is not juſtifiable. In 
your zd ſermon p. 45, ſpeaking of true 


Holinets, you call it the holineſs of the truth, 
as you ſay it is called, Eph. iv. 24, whereas 
that paſſage has no relation to the letter of 
the word, which is the ſubject of truth and 


holineſs, but to the holineſs of the heart, by 
the renewing grace of God, and is called 
the new man which after God is created in 
righteouſneſs and true holineſs : in your firſt Þ 
ſermon p. 3, you take the ſame liberty with 


T7 Theſ. ii. 13. 


To conclude, Sir, J cannot upon the whole 
ſee, but that in your new ſyſtem of things, | 


you are really beating the air, and kicking 
againſt the pricks; in that there is nothing 
you advance in defence thereof, but is either 


deſti- 


( 33 ) 
of deſtitute of ſcripture evidence and good ar- 
pt Igument, (and full of felt - inconfiſtencies) 
ſe Mor may be reconciled to your old pr.nciples, 
and the principles of Calviniſts in general : 
e laſt of whichyou have yourſelf confirmed in 
our letter to the committee of the Merchants 


at MWecture at Pinners-Hall, as alſo in your pro- 
n Ffeſſion of faith ſent to the ſupporters of th t 
(. Jecture: and, it I am not miſinformed, ou 


ave been heard to ſay, that there is nothing 
n your preſent faith and judgment differing 
From what is contained in thoſe caſes of 
| Fconſcience publiſhed by you and the late 
0 1 ood Mr. Hayward. Upon the truth of 
, ö theie things, may I not aſk you, what then 
Ss it you are contending for, and exerting 
1 much zeal and warmth of ſpir't about? 
ls there any thing fo very extraordinary and 
N perexcellent, yea, and infallible in your 
J peculiar notion touching the ſufficiency of 
he bare belief of the goſpel report, as to 
Warrant and juſtify ſo much groundleſs jealouſy, 
ard cenſure, unkind reflections, and unchart= 
Fable ſeparation, which you are really charge- 
able with? when the perſons againſt whom 
4 you level all theſe things, are as fully ſatisfied 
In the ſufficiency of the divine word as the 
matter of faith, and means of inſtruction in 
Fall divine things, and oi ſalvation itielf un- 
der a divine agency; and as highly eſteem 
all the glorious doctrines of love and G. ace, 
of faith and obedience it contains; and as 
E far 


joy. 


declarations relative hereto, would ſatisfy} 


( 34 ) 


far from depending upon any thing ſhort 


of the atonement and righteouſneſs of the 
bleſſed Jeſus for juſtification before God as 
yourſelf, and through divine grace can di- 


; ſtinguiſh between ſaving faith in its principle, 


and in its experimental and practical influen- 
ces on the ſoul, and the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
the alone object of ſaving faith, hope and| 


And theſe things you would receive as} 
truths, was you but influenced by that faith 
you contend for; a real beliet of the ſtated} 


you herein; nor do the pleading for the ne- 
ceſſity of internal experience as an evidence 
of ſaving faith and intereſt in Chriſt, 'render} 
theſe declarations in the leaſt ſuſpicious, any 
more than when you plead for external obedi · 
ence upon the ſame account. g 
And I muſt be free to tell you, that your" 
jealouſiy, (which you are pleaſed to call gad) 
jealouſy) cenſures, and reflections, favours 
more of an unchriſtian, and dogmatical diſ- 
poſition, which is a meaneſs of ſpirit, than} 
what becomes a fallible creature, or a fol- 
lower of the mild and gentle Jeſus, who, 
together with his apoſtles, knew how 0 
diſtinguiſh between ſtrong and weak belic| 
vers, and ſhewed no inclination to deſpiſe} 
and reject the latter on account of their in- | 

firmities. 
Ang here I 11 done, ay whilſt I wal 
. writing 


{ 


( 35) 


writing theſe laſt lines, I chanced to caſt my 
eye upon, and take notice of ſome things in 
the margin of your 4th ſetmon, p.62, where, 
ſpeaking of many perſons who you ſay have 
lately ſhewn great zeal for the honour of the 
Spirit's work, you are pleaſed to refſect upon 
and charge them with being mercenary and 
ſelfiſh in their views and deſigns therein: 
for, ſay you, © there is ſome reaſon to appre- 
« hend, that the great zeal lately ſhewn by 
© many for the honour of the Spirit's work, 
e is not a zeal for the honour of his divine 
« agency in regeneration ; fince it has always 
e been moſt readily owned; but there is 
C reaſon to fear that they are rather zealous 


for what he is ſuppoſed to work in their 


hearts; ſome diſtin gracious principle, 


« whereby they become more holy and fanc- 


f « tified in their own eyes. They are not ſo 
„ much afraid left the Spirit ſhould be rob- 
FJ © bed of the honour of his agency, (there be- 


“ ing not the leaſt apparent ground for this 


1 4 „4 3 as leſt themſefves ſhould be robbed 
oft 


e hope and pleaſure they derive from 
the thought of an inherent principle, or 


FT © the fight of their own inward holineſs.“ 


With how much truth you can be fo poſi- 


ien tive in affirming that there is not the leaſt 


apparent ground to fear, that the Spirit is in 
danger of looſing the honour of his divine 


agcNCy, I cannot fee, When the ſame is ſo 
1 much 
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is no reaſon why others ſhouid not ſtand up] 
for it, without incuring the odium of being 


ther, I cannot tell; to me it appears to have 
more of ſuch a mean and unworthy aſpect in 


(36), 
much ſpoken againſt — 2 and ſup- 
poſing you have no objection againſt it, this 


mercenary, &c. 
What you would 
ſhort of arrogance a 


the ibove reflection, | 


detamation, in-ano- 


00 


it than of Bod argument, or any thing elſe. | 

I ſhall now conclude in your own | 
words to Mr. S——17, © it I underſtand 
t and receive the truth, it muſt be upon the 
te footing of evidence, and not of ace Si 
elan guage—it is argument and evidence, Sir, 
* which are the only proper methods of con- 
& viction; when in reading your works I ſee |! 
te a train of argument purſued to evince the 
truth, and to detect any corruptions of it, 
„ can read with attention, pleaſure, and 
ce profit; but when you tun into the decla- 
t matory, ſtile, your writings then appear 


both unprofitable and offenſive *”, 


4 
2 
; 
3 
J 


an youre, 
K HIT EO O D. 


* Epiſtolary Correſpondence, letter iii, p. 33s 34» 
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